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fProtest Alleging Specification Daficienciez). B-189988. August
30, 1977. 1 pp.

Decision re: Arctic Engineers and Constructors; Giohal Marine
Development Inc.; Global Marine, Inc., by Milton Soxolar (for
Payl G. Dembling, General Counsel).

Isste Area: Pederal Procurement of Goods and Services (1500 .

Contant: Office of the General Counsel: Procuresent Lawv IT.

Budget* Punstion: General Government: Dther General Government
(80€).

Organizaticn Concerned: Coast Guard.

Ruthority: 4 C.P.R. 20.2(bY) (V).

The protesters obfected Yo the prdbosid awvard of a
contract, alleging that the specifications in the request for
pronosals were too restrictive in one area, failel to provide
data or reguirewents for other areas believed to be important,
and were othervise defective. The protest, which was filed after
the closing date for recaeip* of initial proposals, was untimely
and not for consideration. (Author/SC)
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THE COMPTROLLER DENERAL V'
DECISIDN OF THE UNITED BTATES
‘MABHIMNGYAON, 0D. .. 208848
FILE: p-189948 DATE: August X, 197

MATTER OF: ,irctic Engineers and Constructors/Glabal Marine
Developme.it Inc,/Global Marine, Inc,

DIGEST:

Protest alleging specification deficiencies which 1is
filed after clooing date fo1 receipt of initial propo-
sals iz untimely and not fo: sonsideratioa under GAO
Bid Protest Procedures.

-Arctic Tnginears and Constructo'slclobal Marine DMevelopment
Inc./Global Marine, Ime. (Arctiz) protest the propored award of
a contract under request for proposals (RFP) No, CG~7440l1-A, by
the: United States Coast Guard for a non-telf-propalled air cushion
fcabreaker,

Arctic asserts that the specifications are too restrictive
in one area, fail to provide data or requiremenrs for other aress
beli¢ved to be important, and are otherwise defective.

These allegations rclnte to deficiencies in the RFP,

Section :20.2(b)(1) of our Bid Protest Procedures, 4 C.F,R. 20.2

(b)(L) (l977), provides thafl a protast based upon &n allegsd
fmpropri ety in any type of soliritation, which is appiarent prior
to bid opening ot the closing date for receipt of initial propo-
sals, must be filed "prior bv bid opening or the closing date for
veceipt of initial proposals.’ Arctic did not prctest these
alleged deficiencies prior tc the closing date for receipt of
proposals but only after it had submitted its proposal and that
propossl had Leen rejected. Accordingly, the protest is untimely
and not for consideration under our Bid Proteat Frocedurss,

Paul G. bdling

Genaral Counsel
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